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ABSTRACT 

As a part of the National Ccmf erence on Research in 
English cooperative research project concerning teacher hehavior in 
the language arts, a literature survey was made to locate studies 
describing the behaviors of teachers during spelling Instruction* The 
search vas limited to stupes repQrted duxing the period November 
1966 to November 1971. Applying the selection criteria of the total 
project, no studies were found that clearly specified teacnlng 
behavior during spelling instruction. Spelling studies continue 
generally to be concerned with (1) the nature of the orthographjy, (2) 
learner variables, or (3) instructional method. While a cooiprehensive 
understanding of what constitutes effective spelling instruction must 
take into- account these f act^^ rs, teacher interaction with pupils 
during spelling instruction needs also to be accounted for. The 
effects of teaqhing behavior upon pupil achievement in spelling 
appears .to be at least one factor warranting future study. ' 
(Author) - ■ ^ 
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In order to place ihe preponderance of current spell ing research in a common 
perspective, I v-ould Ilk. to review brief !y some of the underlying historical Reasons 
that have served to determine both the nature and extent of such studies. In doing 
so, W is my aifn to provide a context which heips to account for the dearth of spel- 
ling research that meets the criteria of the CocDeratU'e Research Conmi t tee's search . 
into the l iterature to identify ef fective -teaching behaviors in the language arts. 

Spelling instruction has. a long-stand? ng* tradition in the American school curri-_ 
culum. Since Coloniar days, the task of mastering EngUsh speH ihi has been a fprssl , 
often^ionntdafale, part of the child's educatibnat^ ObviouslY, of course, 

an abijjty to spell correctly has consequences for accuracy in written eonsr-u nicer ion; 
it :i3 in this respectyalone that raich Jof the Justification for the teacn^^ spel- 

» * \ ^-^ » , - — - _ _ - - - _ _ _ - - ^ - 

iliiU JJ— 3* ufecSf** wjOf ii»ww • _- ' - , ^ - _ ; 

-V; B^^^ there -are elso other less obvious rrotives for the teaching of spel I i ng, 
motives v/ith social and psycho I ogFca I roots,, that, continue to persist as reasons - - 
why and how this subject is taught. Correct spel Ung, for example, is also comrroiily 

Vecarded 9S one indication of social status.- Poor (or careless) Spellers often are 
sticrnati zed both in and out of school . Indeed, social norms which undergird demands 
forV^cod spelling are one of the principal reasons for the place of spelling instruc- 
tioh In the general school curriculum. » 

-Anot-nsr motive for spelling instruction rests upon an assupition that, except 
for^^-rcssicnal persons-who are Natucalty gi fted" spel leK, learni ngJta spel I js_al^ 
difficult and timer-cojisuraing exercise because English orthography is fundaniehtal ly an 
erratic and irralienai .system of writing. In short, learning to spel I is hardjvork, 

.Necsssi rating drill and menior/ activitlbs to ensure mastery. Drawing in part from 
nineteenth centncy faculty psychology, the seenjng fact that 1 earning to spell is hard 
worU was even regarded,, as hay 1 93 uts own rev/ards, since the drudgery of rremorlzing 
spel l ine words would ostensibly strengthen the general rzemxy capabi I ities of the 
learrser. The tTme-honored- ''spell-Tng bee" and "spell down" were created to foster 
meixJiY, er»j| not necessarily to proviiie enjoyment in learning to spell. : 
.1. ^Because of these two related beliefs that English writiag is illogical and tiunt 

-speMrng is drffJcult to Jsarn, the bulk- of ' invest 1 93^^ into spelUncj insiructioo 
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have.therefore' generally centered on seeking more effective raethods of teachjng, ^ 
some curriculum reorganisation, and, to a small extent, on iearr^tfif ferences. 
With 'the onset of the scientific movement tn education around the turn. of the century, 
considerable Interest «as also generated In determining the functional vocabularies . 
of writeVs, both children and adults, with the objective of reducing the merrory tasK> 
to the learner to only those words that would be useful for h'un to know, 
. Thus the research focus of spell Ing up to. The present time has principally 
involved In examKnation of methodo I ocica I variables. In a fairly comprehensive revi ew 
and critiauo of spel ling research to the mid-^.l960's, Sherwm (1969) categorized sorr.e 
200-plus selected sturles j n .tsr.T.s of 1) the role of rules jn Instruction; 23 the , 
merits of focussina on "hard ■spots'V in words; 5) syllabication as a spellThg aid; 
4) orouDing .words around some ccmirond characteristic, (e.g. homonyms); .5) the ^ I ist" 
rr^thcd' versus the -contexflmethod Cparenthet leal ly, Jt is interesting to note thar^ 
thrs issue has recently bebtvraisedragaia^as a n«jorspeIilag"p^^ see War lace.- 

ro72) 6) the "test-study" method versus the -^study-test" method; 7) the effects of , 
^gl^r^ fl^shcards, eye movements, and proofreading practice upon spelling achievement; 
o..^*:....T.V c-l I inn achievement: and 9) indlvidjaaliring instruction, among the^ 

prlncrDel categoFiaatlons.' . ; 

^ If-has only beerr in the past^few years , ^ however, that investigations have been-, 
undertaken of the earlier mentfoned premises about the orthography which have been 
-Implicit in the majority of spelling research.: Generated out of linsuistic theory, 
these Wdies have seriously strained, conventional beliefs about the nature and 
function of the writing system. (Chomsky and Halle, 196.8; Hanna, et al, 1966, 

Venezky, and VJeir, 1967). , - : 

yet desolte the implications these studies have for both the content and the 
method-^J spellinq instruction, there:Continues to-be a flew of reports of spelHna, 
r^siarch which could be categorized i n much the same manner that Sherwin employed ,n 
his book. However, it is not our purpose here to survey the histon' of spelling 
' research. This brief overview has been intended to illumfnate the assumptions which 
ihave^gulded most such research and which, in i area measure, still continue to do. 

' :As part of the NCRE CooDer^jive Research Project, a search was made of the . 
•speinho research literature published. during the period 1966-71 to locate studies in 
' which were <m>\ icitly described teaching behaviors during spel I Ing instruction. . 
As Others In symposium have already Indicated, the criteria employed in making thrs 
se^rih v-sre strinoent.- When these criteria are coupled with the historical dimensions 
Of spelllnu research, It .is not surprising to find that;fho basi^ of spell ing stud J es 



reported during this period largely continue the heritage v/hich I briefly outlined.^ . 
TViat effective spoi l ing i,ns1ruction could be a function of teaching behavior, as 
specified in thjs search, v/as virtual !y^ unstudied^ 

Our search procedures were as follows: - 
For the period ftovember 1966 thr*cugh December 1971, a detailed search was made of 
the major sources which might contain reports' or TistTngs of spelling research. ^ 
These sources included The Ed uca t i on I ndex , t he ERIC catalogs. Psychological rj^bstracfs . 
The Reviaw of Educaf ionsj' Resecirch , Dissertation Abstracts, AERA journals, NCTE 
research r>ev{ev:3, and the volunes Mirrors of Sehavior, as- we II as The Classroom 
[ nteract I on Kev/s leti er , for studies of teacher-pupi f interaction during speliing instr 
struction. A I ist\of titles or other promising leads v/as compiled. Each such study 
or Tis abstract was read to oscertain the relevance of tiie research in respect to 
the criteria being used in ^^oe pvera 1 1 NCRE Cooperative R^^ literature search. . 

In no case v/as tnere record.'d any evidence of the effects of teaching behavior in ^ 
spelOng Instruttion.. * , , - . 

Obviously, there is a v^fealth of material on teacher behavior. But very littler, 
of this research appears to be directly concerned with the teaching of a particular 
suDjecX* li^e sTucies tnar have- been done ar^ mainiy concernea v;itn pupi i>Teacner 
irteractioris with sub jeci raatter viewed as just one vehicle Through which .this 
interaction ray occur. There is ciearly also a great amount of literature in which 
certain teaching behaviors are recomrranded^ but in no i ^stance were these recommendar 
tions drounded in emperical evidence.— ^ . * - 

A comprehensive understanding of spelling instrudion must draw upon linguistic, 
psychological, and instruct icnal tlifeory,. taking into account the nature of Ihe v\Titing 
system, the nature of the learner, aid methodologies that are appropriate in light. of 
both of thoije factors, it is to sra-ie th: obvious that knowledge of a subject dnd 
of tbe student are basic ingredients in naking educational decisions, it js eppihont- 
ly less obvious tiiat such decirions can be: coirfpromised by the consequences of, teachor- 
pupfl interact ions , in that no evidence, is available ihat serves to identify effecMve 
Teaching behaviors in the teaching of spelling. ' " 

At ihe least, this literature search has revealed what appears to be a virtuolly 
untapped area for research. The effects of leaching .behavior upon pupil achievement 
in spelling is a dimensionoof the larger task of identifying effective teaching in 
the languaae arts that would seem to warrant careful study. 
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AERA ABSTRACT: SPcLLING ' ' ^ \ \ ; 

As a part of the NCRE cooperative research project concerning teacher ^ 
behavior to the language arts, a literature survey was made to locate studies ^- ^ - 
describing the behaviori.^ of Teachers during spelling instruction. The search was 
limixed to studies reported during the period^ November, 1956 to November, 1971. 
Applying .the selection criteria 6f the to^aj project, no studies were found that 
clearly spt^cifJed teaciiing t-havior during spefiing instruction. Spelling studies 
continue generally to oe concerned with I) the n^ature of i)ie orthography, 2} learn- 
er variables, or 3) instructional method, \\niie a comprehensive understand] ng of J 
what coas't jtutes effective spelling instrudiun musl teke into account these • ' 

factors, teacher interaction with pupils durinr spelling instruction needs also S, 
to be accounted for. The effects of teaching behayi,or upon pupil achievement in . _ 
spell:! ng appears to be at least one factor warranting future study. V : / 
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